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ADVERTISEMENT. 



Xhe following Letter would reach the 0£Bce of " The Record" on 
the morning of Saturday, Dec. 24. In his Publication of the Mon- 
day evening following, the Editor announced that it had not yet 
•• been in his power to read it:" and on Dec. 29, that he " could 
not insert it," " for reasons which he would explain in his next." 
On seeing this last announcement, I wrote, by the first post, a pro- 
test against it, as " a flagrant breach of confidence," if he should 
*• at all advert to the contents " of a Lietter under a real signature, 
(proclaimed by himself,) which he had refused to print. I observed, 
that the Letter had been put into his hands on the condition of his 
either printing or returning it : " in the former case, of course, to 
make what comments he thought fit ; in the latter, certainly to do 
nothing more — unless and until it should have become publici juris^ 
by being in some other way given to the world." This protest he 
would receive on the morning of Monday, Jan. 2 : when, lo ! in the 
Paper of that evening comes forth a long article on my Letter, of 
which his readers were permitted to know nothing but through his 
representations ! He may probably plead, that my protest came too 
late to allow of alteration in his Paper. But the fundamental prin- 
ciple of common justice, " Doth our law condemn any man before it 
hear him ? " or. Is a party to be heard only through the medium of 
his opponent ? ought to have been sufficiently at hand with him, to 
prevent the injury. 

He does, indeed, give to his readers my closing paragraph, on the 
conduct of his Publication; which I had allowed him to withhold, 
if he chose, even though he should print the rest : telling him, how- 
ever, at the same time, that it expressed the sentiments of almost all 
with whom I conversed or corresponded. But he gives the charge 
without any fair exhibition of the grounds on which it stood ; thus 
creating a prejudice in his own favour and against me: and even 
proceeds to give sentence in his own cause, in the following words : 
'* Our correspondent only exhibits another example of what is con- 
tinually seen in the world — of a man being wholly disliked, and all 
he does being viewed with a jaundiced eye, fi*om having opposed 
another in some great and darling object." ! ! To this I shall say 
nothing, but that the judgment of myself and my friends certainly 
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circumstances, he scarcely leaves it 
publish my Letter or not. 

bring' me forward, as having, in com- 
escellent men," "actively supported the 
practice of the Bible Society — of circulating as the pure, unmixed. 
Word of God. that which was not the Word of God at all ! "—The 
Italics and Capitals are his own. — I must lell him, that the charge is 
grossly e\ag-geral»?d, if not absolutely untrue. It is another sample 
of that "boldness" which ventures on broad and strong assertions, 
without stopping to inquire whether they arc true or not. 

With respect to the following Letter, I shall probably be censured 
for animadverting on the "imperfect or erroneous" reports of 
"The Record" — virtually acknowledged to be such by the Editor 
himself — who now refers me to "the speeches in their corrected 
form" to be "published," as it is understood, " by the Society." 
Certdnly no speaker is amenable to my remarks, further than he 
really delivered the sentiments imputed to him; but the Editor of 
" The Record" (whom I address) is answerable for what he send* 
forth to the world and applauds. And, wilh respect to these " cor- 
rected speeches," will they be more nearly what was spoken, or only 
what the speakers, on reflection as to consequences, may wish had 
been spoken? It is with the former, and with what has thus gone 
forth throughout the empire, that I have to do, much more than, with 
the latter. — Jan. 4, 1832. 



I haiie now had ike opportunity of examining the Speeches as 
publithed by the Society itself. I find no alteration in those of Mr. 
Gordon and Mr. Philips {at leait in Ike parts I have animadverted 
vpon,) beyond the simple correction, " insinuation uniformly," p. 8, 
line 1 7 from the top. Tlie others are changed, several of them con- 
siderably: but, with the exception of Mr. Plati's and Mr.Rhind's, 
changed so as to render them even still more open to censure than 
before. Mr. Melvill retains both his " sledge-hammer " and his " paper 
and sheepskin ;" and, so far from sofCeJung. earn aggravates his 
charges against the Society. — Jan. 16, 1832. 



TRINITARIAN BIBLE SOCIETY. 



TO THE EDITOR OF "THE RECORD." 

SIR, 

As you have not only favoured us with a copious report of the 
proceedings at the formation of "The Trinitarian Bible Society/' 
but in a great degree committed yourself to the approbation both of 
the Institution itself and of the pleadings of its advocates, I beg 
leave to propose to you a few questions on what passed, as recorded 
in your own report. Though you " dislike^* the name* of the new 
Society, you yet affirm, that " there is too much substance and cha- 
racter in its leading principles, to permit it to be materially affected 
by a name." " The foundation on which the Society is constituted,** 
you say, " is broad, and well defined.** " It appears that the pro- 
ceedings were conducted with a degree of order and harmony truly 
delightful ; while the solemnized spirit, which pervaded the Assembly, 
seemed to indicate that the important objects of the new Association 
were deeply felt and duly appreciated.** " We shall say nothing," 
you add, " of the speeches of Mr. J. E. Gordon and the Rev. G. W. 
I*hilips, as our readers will have an opportunity of estimating their 
striking excellency in the Report that is in preparation.** This, I 
presume, means your own report, which followed in your next 
Paper. Such being your avowed sentiments, I think I may claim 
of you, as of one who would guide public opinion aright, and not 
mislead it, the insertion of my Queries, with such Answers to them 
as you may think proper to return. 

1. The first thing which forcibly strikes my mind, as pervading^ 
numerous speeches delivered, and indeed spreading itself more or 
less over the whole of the proceedings, is a charge brought against 
the British and Foreign Bible Society of giving currency to corrupt, 
perverted, heretical Versions of the Holy Scriptures. This is im- 
plied by Mr. Sinclair, Mr. Lockhart, Mr. Labouchere, Mr. Piatt, 
and even by Mr. Perceval — led away, I presume, by what he had 
heard fi-om so many witnesses. But by Mr. Melvill and Mr. Thomp- 
son the charge is broadly made, and in the strongest terms. The 
Society, the former says, " had promulgated and supported Neology 
on the Continent, by sending forth heretical and mutilated Versions 

* No wonder the name is felt to be highly objectionable. Mr. Howells cautions his 
friends agunst *^ calling Socinians, Unitarians," because it implies that Trinitarians 
are not the worshippers exclusively of One God. The term << Trinitarian," assumed, 
and applied distinctively to this Society, in like manner casts the slur of Anti-Trini- 
tarianism on the Members of any other Bible Society. How, also, does it indicate the 
other equally- marked feature of the new Society, the exclusion of Roman Catholics. 
If there is any propriety in it, it implies, that, at least, all who are excluded are not 
Trinitarians. So long as it is a Trinitarian Bible which we, of the British and Foreign 
^V: , Bible Society, circulate, I will maintain that we, too, are a ** Trinitarian Bible Society." 



of the Scriptures." " Mutilated and imperfect cojiies of the Holy 
Book were circulated on the Coatineat ; while Prefaces and Notes 
had been intJoduced, which desecrated the Sacred Volume, and 
attacked the great truths which it taught." In support of this accu- 
sation, the old story of the Strasburg' Preface is adduced. " These," 
it is added, " were some of the many fruits of the constitution 
adopted by the British and Foreign Bible Society." — Mr. Thompson 
thus argues: " If the other Bible Society diatribuied the JFord of 
God in a corrupt manner, it became the more imperative on the 
body he was now addressing to circulate it in its purity. If they 
(it) sevi forth false Versions of the Scnptures, those around him 
were bound to esert themselves in the circulation of true ones. If 
the other Society employed ialse Ministers and Ap;ents, and gave 
their support to false doctrines, it was the duty of the new Society, 
so far as iu them lay, to remedy the evil. * — The first of these 
reverend speakers asked, almost in the same breath, " Who could, 
for a moment, contemplate the separation" they were making, 
" without feeling the awtiil responsibility which attached to such a 
step, and without maturely weighing ils consequences ? " Now, did 
my reverend brother pause to contemplate " the awful responsi- 
bility" of bringing accusations like these, against such an Institu- 
tion as the Bible Society, on grounds which will not really bear 
them out ? I am not to be told to how low a meaning any of his 
expressions, or of Mr. Thompson's hypothetical argumeiits, may be 
reduced by an evasive explanation. The question is. What im- 
e they all calculated to make ? What will they make, 
e the 
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wherever their extravagance does not c 
off at once ? Must I not add. What ii 
to make? We have not here to do wit 
and Foreign Bible Society, amid the i 
may have committed — not with bare em 

may have been betrayed. To escape positive criminality, the n 
who brings such charges must be able to shew that the Bible Society 
wilfully countenances such corrupt Versions — circulates them, where 
it can do it without detection or ollence — screens them — persists in 
retaining them. But, I demand, is not the reverse of all this the 
fact ? Has not the Society investigated every suspicious case, as 
soon as it was pointed out, and taken care to correct any errors 
into wliich it might, in any of its dependencies, have fallen? Has 
it not manifested as sincere a zeal and anxiety to circulate only pure 
Versions, as even the promoters of the new Society can do ? To 
what fraction of its issues will any deviation, from the purest Ver- 
sions that could be obtained, amount? — It is to be observed, that 
we have nothing to do here with the Apocryphal Question: that is 
settled and done with, and all allusion to it was properly abstained 
from at this Meeting. — My first question, then, to you, Mr. Editor, 
as an honest man, is, fVaa not the Niidh Corn.maHdm.ent broken to n 
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fearful degree, and by a succession of speakers, in this highly- 
lauded Assembly ? The question is not to be blinked, either in 
proposing or in answering it. — ^It is not an ardent zeal, in what we 
may have ever so fully persuaded ourselves is the Cause of God, 
that will justify a glaring violation of some of the plainest and most 
fundamental moral rules. 

2. The next passages to which I wish to call your attention are 
those that lay down the principles on which the Society is formed, 
which you affirm to be both " broad and well-defined/ The Pro- 
visional Committee " define the true bond of union in a Christian 
Society*' — which is avowed here to mean not a Church, but a Society 
formed, for instance, to distribute the Scriptures — the true bond of 
union they define to be, '^ a common Confession of Faith, and acknow- 
ledgment of the Truth as it is in Jesus." The Rev. G. W. Philips, 
the Secretary, says: *^ It is essential that the opinions of the uniting 
parties should be distinctly defined ; " and that this is to be done by 
"Articles of Religion." " In every such coalition," he argues, " there 
i^ necessarily implied an unity of mind, as to what the Truth is. If 
there be a diversity of sentiment about the Truth itself, these persons 
have not the same object in view." Will there, then, be all this 
" unity of mind and sentiment " in the Members of the new Society, 
merely because they are to be Trinitarians, and not to be Papists ; 
— for that is all the " defining " of their ground which is introduced 
all that their "common Confession of Faith," their "Articles of 
Religion " extend to ? But I forbear to press that question. But 
with respect to " the object in view," and the necessary agreement 
" as to what the Truth is ; " — ^in a Bible Society, the " object " is, the 
distribution of the Bible ; and the " agreement," that it is true and 
important, deserving the homage of being thus distinguished firom 
all other books in the world. I purposely state it thus, to take in 
the case even of him who does not believe the fiill inspiration of 
what he circulates. — ^Now, surely, this object and this agreement 
may be common to persons who differ in their interpretation of its 
contents ? * Here, and here only,' they say, * we consent to waive 
our differences : let the Book go and speak for itself.' — / dare trust 
it to do so : — dare not yow, Mr. Editor, without either Dr. Marsh's 
corrective of the Prayer Book, or the safeguard of this new Society's 
" Confession of Faith ?" They, however, as we shall see, dare not 
do this. — But, for the present, I turn back to the position, that^ per- 
sons of different sentiments, uniting to circulate the Bible, " have 
not the same object." That is, I suppose, one hopes it will spread 
his sentiments ; and another hopes it will spread his. So, then, the 
common-sense meaning *^ of the same object," for the same act of 
circulating the same Book, does not satisfy these Gentlemen : but 
they must enter upon the work, either of '* searching men*s hearts," 
or metaphysically analyzing their motives, before they can concur 
with them in an act unquestionably good, and right to be performed 
by all men ! — I the more particularly notice this, because I have 



repeatedly found the same principle enter into ihe reasonings of this 
party. Thus, for instance, a Correspondent of the Christian Guar- 
dian argues the unlawfulness, it would seem, of even receiving a 
Socinion's guinea — an extravagance to which the new Society does 
not advance, and from which therefore, tve must conclude some of 
its advocates have receded. He argues it from this consideration, 
that " the money offered by a Sociniau to the Bible Society is, to all 
intents and purposes, offered to an idol " {.'/) — not meaning, how- 
ever, that the Bible Society is his idol, but that he consecrates him- 
self and his gifts to an ipaginary deity. Now, Sir, what I here 
wish to ask you is. How far are refinements and scruples of this kind, 
relating to other men's motives, to carry us? We seem to be get- 
ting back infinitely near to the old Popish aotion of the iiUenlion 
of the priest being necessary to the efficacy of a. sacrament ! The 
lawfiilness of our uniting with a person in any act, it seems, depends 
not on the quality of the act itself, and what we are persuaded will 
be its tendency and effect, but on his motive in performing it, and 
what he hopes will follow from it! Not only so, but — as we shall 
immediately see more fuUy avowed— the effkct of the Bible itself 
depends not on the contents of tke Book, and on God's blessing 
upon it, but on the purpose or the principles of the giver. 

3. On the following sentences of Mr. Gordon and Mr. Philips, as 
implying, if not asserting, something very nearly approaching this, 
I am anxious, in the third place, to ask your opinion. " He (Mr. 
Gordon) would nest advert to the efiect which the union (in the 
Bible Society) was calculated to produce upon Ihe character of the 
Bible ihelf .... He would assert, that the Book, as presented by 
the Society, reached Ihe hand of Ihe receiver in an apocryphal and 
unautkeTiticafed form." — Should these sentences appear to convey a 
meaning so remote from all ordinary apprehensions, as to make the 
reader doubt whether he rightly understands them, Mr. Philips may 
remove the doubt. He says, " The evil of such a Society (as the 
British and Foreign Bible Society) is, that the Bible must appear a 
mais of contradictions in the eye of those to whom it U sent.' Now, 
Sir, what say you to these sentences, iu the two speeches whose 
"striking excellency" you select for special commendation? J-'or 
myself, I will avow, that the present appears to me precisely one of 
those instances of the utter failure of sobriety and sound judgment, 
which, occurring often in critical circumstances, threaten to nulltiy 
the effect of Mr. Gordon's protests in public life against evil, and in 
behalf of what is good : for which protests, I, for one, otherwise ten- 
der him my humble meed of thanks. — Why, Sir, we have here got 
back precisely to the positions of the first High-Church assailant of 
the Bible Society, the " Country Clergyman," whose reveries were 
with so much felicity exposed by the I^-te Mr. Owen, under the de- 
signation of a " Suburban Clergyman." A review of the two works 
may be seen in the Christian Observer for April, 1S05- The former 
roundly astterl.';: "It is to be expected, that each Member of your 
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heterogeneous Society will draw lus portion of Books [exdusively 
Bibles of the Authorised Version] for the promotion of his parti* 
cular opimon ; far it is easily seen^ thai a BSbiU given away by a 
Papist wUl he productive of Popery. The Socinian vnU make his 
Bible speak and spread Socinianism ; while the Calvinist, the Bap- 
tist^ and the Quaker will teach the opinions peculiar to their sects. 
Supply these men with Bibles — (J speak as a true Churchman)-^ 
and you supply them with arms against yourself" — '*Is there any 
thing whereof it may be sidd. See, this is new?" 

4. Next, I wonld fidn learn yonr sentiments on the following 
argument of Mr. Philips, to shew, that, though it is necessary to 
exclude heretics, it is not necessary to make any provi^on against 
the admission of the immoral and profime. ^ lids may be affirmed,^ 
he says, ** that the suggestion of some grave Divines, that a law 
should be made to exclude the pro&ne and immoral, is an indirect 
libel on the practical power and influence of the iSruth. It is an 
insinuaUve uniformity * contradicted by the Scripture, which declares 
it to be profitable for all godliness.'' I must suppose the latter of 
these sentences to have suffered in the hands of the Reporter, as 
I can make no sense at all of it. But what is *' the Truth" relied 
on to correct whatever profaneness and immorality may, or might 
otherwise, in^nuate themselves? Is it the Truth conveyed in the 
Scriptures distributed? or is it something more powerfiil in the 
" common Confession of Faith '^ of the distributors? If the latter, 
I shall ofier no remark whatever. If the former, then (1) I observe, 
it is nothing but what is common to the old Society with the new 
one. (2) I ask. Are the Scriptures less powerful to teach truths 
and expose error y than to rdform vice ? Would it not be ** a 
libel** on them to say so? And (3) as to " the suggestion of the 
grave Mvines," if it is not that found in 1 Cor. v. 1 1 — against 
eating with one ** called a brother,'* who is " a fornicator, a cove- 
tous, or a railer, &c.** — it certainly comes so near it, that Uie latter 
is in danger of being identified with it. 

5. I would ask you, what you think of the fairness of Mr. 
Gordon's continuing to quote, fi'om Ezra iv, the rejection of 'the 
INSIDIOUS offer of " the adversaries of Judah and Benjamin" to 
join with them in building the Temple; while he still never adverts 
to the acceptance, with thanksgiving to God who had put it into 
their hearts, of the concurrence of heathen people in furnishing 
materials and utensils for the sacred edifice, and even sacrifices to 
be offered at it, as recorded in chapters i, vi, vii, of the same book? 
or to the proofs by which it has been abundantly shewn that his 
other passages are inapplicable to the purpose for which he adduces 
them — the main one of all (as it appears to be thought, firom its 
being constantly cited — 2 John 10, 11), referring not to persons 
uniting to circulate the Scriptures of Truth, but travelling about 

* See Adyertisement 
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o his taanting iasinuatlon (followed 
") concernlaK " Socinian sovereigns," 
■s to receive as well as the old one, 
iQ receive to an equal amount ? 

6. I fiirther beg seriously to ask your opinion of all that was 
said on the failure of success in the exertions of the Bible Society? 
" Why was it," Mr. Melvill asked, " that, after this mighty Society 
had lieea so long in operation, so little had been ettecled? Why 
was it, that, after so many Bibles had been circulated throughout 
the world, the darkness of error still brooded over almost every 
land ?" Mr, Melvill gives us one reason, that the Society " has 
been saying to the nations, ' Behold the Book !' instead of summon- 
ing them to behold their God;" (the very office of a Bible Society 
is to say, ' Behold the Book!' — the Book supplies the rest, and says, 
'Behold your God!') — and he subjoins another sentence which 
I shall not quote here, but reserve to ii)y next head. 

Mr. Philips speaks to the same purport concerning the want of 
success; and so also A. Pringle, Esq. m.p.— " In looking back," 
on the history of the Bible Society, " one must be struck with the 
great hopes which had been raised as to its probable effects, and how 
little the result had corresponded with those hopes. No doubt 
much good had been effected, but nothing compared with what they 
had a right to expect." — Now I must crave leave to tell these Gen- 
tlemen, that every considerate and experienced Christian will say, 
' Ye have not pronounced wisely concerning this matter. Your 
speech tends to sadden the heart of many whom God would not 
have to be made sad — of many a feithful and devoted servant of 
Christ, who has been often ready to complain in the words of his 
Divine Master, (Isa. xlix. 4.) " I have laboured in vain, and spent 
my strength for nought and in vain;" — yes, and to strengthen the 
hands of the profane : for has it not ever been the taunt of the 
Infidel against Christianity itself, that, afler the lapse not of 38 
years, but of 1800 years, it has wrought so little " deliverance in 
the earth?" Has it not ever been held rash and presumptuous thus 
to judge from the visible results of a few or even of many years ? 
The twenty-eight years of the Bible Society's existence may com- 
prise a large proportion of the period of Mr. Melvill's recollection, 
and perhaps of that of his friends ; but the time is little indeed for 
the eHecting of such works as be alludes to ! Has he forgotten the 
admonition of St, Peter, " A thousand years is with the Lord bb 
one day, and one day as a thousand years?" Have not those, who 
have ultimately proved the most eminently useful of men, often 
long sighed over the want of success in their labours ? Yea, has it 
not become almost proverbial in the Church of God, that discourage- 
ment must ever be expected to hang at first, and perhaps for a long 
time, over all undertakings which are destined at last to effect great 
thiugs? It is necessary to the humility and the safely of the instru- 
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ments that it should be so^-necessary to the dependence of the 
creature upon the Creator — necessary to the glory of God, who will 
thus teach all men, that, '* not by might, nor by power," but only 
by *' His Spirit,'* can the great consummation be wrought/ I ask. 
Sir, are not these the sentiments which must rise in the breast of 
every well-instructed Christian, on reading the ** hard speeches'' 
referred to ? — ^Yet, truly, my fears for the Bible Society would rather 
be from the other side : for, after all, it appears to me to present 
well nigh the most marvellous instance of successful operation that 
the Christian world has ever seen, since the cessation of miracles. 
In these fem short years it may be said to have set the world in 
motion. It has sown the seed of a future harvest in almost every 
land, and raised up those who will go on to sow it. I myself heard 
the able and judicious Mr., now Bishop, M'llvaine trace the extra- 
ordinary revivals in America, (of which he still continues to give 
the most delightful accounts,) in great measure, and in the first 
instance, to the Bible Society. And what wise man thinks himself 
capable of calculating the effects produced, and to be produced, by 
probably two-thirds of the Bibles now in the world, which have 
issued, directly or indirectly, from the Bible Society ? 

7. Lastly, I beg to ask you what you think of the several de- 
tached sentences which follow. Mr, MelvUl — " He wanted to 

know why, whenever he touched upon the Bible Society, a nest 
of hornets flew about his ears ? (Hear ! and laughter.)" Again : 
** Much talk there was about the splendour of its (the Bible 
Society's) doings ; and it might have been supposed that a MilUnr 
nium was to be manufactured by a certain quantity of paper and 
sheepskin. (Laughter.)" Are these, Sir, specimens of the '* solem- 
nized spirit " for which you commended the Meeting ? I should 
conceive Mr. Melvill might easily find the answer to his inquiry, in 
the manner in which he " touches upon the Bible Society." Had 
there been more reason for that inquiry than there is, the sort of 
insult conveyed in the last sentence might well have supplied the 
answer. — What, again, Sir, do you think of these additional sen- 
tences firom the same Gentleman ? *' At home, it (the Bible 
Society) had given heresy a dignity, and struck at truth with a 
sledge-hammer. (Hear!)" it " went to dignify heresy, and throw 
a mantle over falsehood, while truth was vilified and insulted." 
'* The tocsin of delight was sounded over the burial of the diffe- 
rences" between the orthodox and the heretical. — Our thoughts 
are here again necessarily recalled to the Ninth Commandment. 
A. Haldane^ Esq, — " The very name of a Bible Society on the 
Continent was almost synonymous with that of a confederacy of 
Neologians, Arians, and Socinians — of those who denied the inspi- 
ration of the Scriptures, and blasphemed the divinity of the Son of 
God." Is more than a tenth part of this statement true ? Or, even 
if it were all true, and such men so formed the mass of society that 
scarcely any other agents could be found, would it not be well 



that they should be doing soitieivhat (especially under the check 
which is held over them,) to disseminate the Book which is to 
counteract all their errors ? — Are the following sentences wise ? 
G. Sinclair, Esq. m. p. — " I hold, that more real frood can he done by 
the circulation of one Bible containing God's Word in its purity, 
than by sending out 500 volumes from impure and unhallow^ 
hands. (Hear! bear!)"* Is it not here supposed, not that the 500 
volumes are other than " God's Word in its purity," but only that 
they pass through " impure hands?" Is it assumed, then, that such 
is the proportion of the impure to the pure in the Bible Society — 
500 to one? And is it not forgotten,. Uiat the copies sent out from 
" impure hands," though unaccompanied by the prayers of the 
individual distributor, yet go forth, like all the rest, with the devout 
prayers of all pious members, and of the whole Church, for their 
success ? — Mr. Gordon again draws forth " loud applause," by the 
observation, " The British and Foreign Bible Society, as a Society, 
could neither strive for the inspiration of Scripture, nor for the 
canon of Scripture, nor for the doctrine of Scripture," — Sir, I feel 
more and more disposed to concur in the sentiment of him who 
asked, ' What foolish thing have I said, that the people so applaud 
me?' The fact is, a Bible Society, even the Trinitarian Bible 
Society, " as a Society," has nothing to do with " striving'" about 
any of these things : it properly leaves that work to others — for 
itself miuming the two former, and leaving the Book to apeak for 
iUelf as to the last of the three. (See the Rules even of the new 
Society.) Individual speakers may here, perhaps, enter more into 
debale ; but making speeches is not "the object" of a Bible 
Society ; and will the new Society, '* as a Society," enter into the 
controversy ? If not, why rai.se a shout against another Institution 
for not doing what is confessedly beside the purpose of either one 
or the other? Bee. G. fF. PhUipa — " Let us expose the fallacy of 
that pernicious sentiment, ("Query : Where is it to be found ?) that 
nothing is religioui, but what is fetter-ed by human systems, cradled 
in human infirmity, or infected with human error. Let us disclaim 
the shallow thought, that IHvine Truth must be thrust into the egg'- 
shell of Sectarianism, to give it life, power, substance, and secu- 
rity." 1 should have supposed the reverend speaker to be directly 
pointing his discourse against "Articles of Religion" and human 
" Confessions of Faith," had I not previously found him distinctly 
insisting on the necessity of them, even for a Bible Society ! — Sir, 
yon specially commended this speech. It really appears to me 
throughout to need the aid of your explanatory remarks to render 
it intelligible. 

Are the following sentences becoming the speakers? Mr. Philips — 
"That such Institutions shnuld at this time exist, must be ascribed 
lo the profound ignorance of Ckriftian principle so generally pre- 
valent. ' — LieiU. Rhind—" For himself, he was of opinion, tlmt the 
world was never at a lower utate of Ckrisiinn feeling than al prr- 

• Snmcwh« nHrrcH In tliB CorrerlPci Specchoi. 
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sent. This was to be observed in all the Religious Societies esttiblished 
since 1800."* Let Mr. Rhind acquaint himself a little more with 
the history of the Church in times past, and with the real state of 
things at present — taken with all its imperfections, but seen with a 
single eye, and not through a distorting medium — and I trust he 
will find abundant reason to retract so rash and censorious a deci- 
sion. — ^Finally, I will ask your opinion of a sentence, injuriously, 
as I must suppose, put into the mouth of Mr. Perceval, in ' the ad- 
mirable and very impressive speech with which (you say) he closed 
the proceedings.* — " Let them go forth in this great undertaking, 
and leaning as it were their backs against the strength of the 
Lord Jesus, who has grown up, as it were, as a man behind them/'t 

And now, Sir, having done with the Speeches, let me offer one 
word on your sanction and commendation of them, and of the pro- 
ceedings at large. Taking the present as a specimen, can you 
wonder that many of us should lament that you have disappointed 
our hopes, and turned aside frequently to countenance and exem- 
plify that which is intemperate, dogmatical, censorious, and unjust? 
It is said, that a Newspaper succeeds best by taking a strong part : 
but, even though you should have found it so, yet, if such as I 
have stated is really the character of much that you promote, you 
will not, I am persuaded, on receiving conviction of the fact, deli- 
berately rejoice in your own success. $ 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 

HULL, Dec. 20, ISZh JOHN SCOTT. 

• Dropped in the " Corrected Speeches." 

+ ** You must each go forth as single men, and just lean your back, as it were, against 
tiie strength of your risen Lord that is behind you."— Corrected Speeches. 

J It was left to the Editor's discretion to omit this paragraph concerning himself and 
his Paper. 



POSTSCRIPT. 

Since the above Letter was written, and transmitted to " The Re- 
cord," the Report of the Proceedings at the formation of the West-. 
minster Auxiliary to the New Society has appeared in that Paper 
(Dec. 26) ; with the preparatory announcement that those proceed- 
ings were even superior to the former. They are, however, precisely 
of the same character ; bringing the same unfounded and cruel ac- 
cusations against the British and Foreign Bible Society ; making 
the same representations of its failure ; and frequently deviating 
into the same extravagance of language and sentiment. It is painful 
indeed to hear the Rev. Mr. Howells speaking (on grounds wluch 
would imply that the whole body of Quakers never pray at all, be- 
cause they do not offer united oral] prayer,) of its founders and 
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managers " having forgot God when they beffan the work," aud His 
having in consequence, " in judgment, aalTered them lo commit an act 
of suicide, unparalleled in the history of the universe." ! '. — But a 
few points may be a little more distinctly noticed. 

1. Is it not quite amusing, while all the mighty effects produced 
by the British and Foreign Bible Society in arousing a slumbering 
world lo action, in gaining patronage, in raising Auxiliaries in all 
lands, in collecting fiinds, in iseaing many fnillioits of Bibles in 150 
different Languages — while all this is not admitted as any proof of the 
Divine Blessing, or even of success, or of the absence of almost 
total failure — ia it not amusing, while this is the case, to hear both 
Mr. Rennie and Mr. Gordon pronouncing their own undertaking to 
have been "prospered by the Lord with extraordinary success," be- 
cause they already count a, considerable number of Subscribers, and 
several Local Associations among their supporters ! It would have 
been surprising if they had not done this, considering the excited 
state of the times, in Religion as well as Politics, and how many are 
always ready to be led away by bold and plausible assertions — 
decepli specie recli. 

a. Again; how sensitive to any reflection cast upon them is yir. 
Labouchere, when he "regrets that any such expressions — uncha- 
ritable espressions — should have been used by Members of the Bri- 
tish and Foreign Bible Society," as attributed to them " precipitate 
measures and mistaken zeal :" while, for aught that appears, he 
Gonld listen with perfect composure to the immediately previous 
speaker (ihs Rev. G- W. Philips,) «.ueq«ivocally thundering forth 
agiunst the old Society, " Cursed is he that doeth the work of the 
Lord deceitfully." and pronouncing *' its success to have been com- 
mensurate with ' its misplaced reliance on "an arm of flesh" ! 

3. Mr. Piatt is represented (in conformity with an extraordinary 
peculiarity pointed out under the 2d Query of my Letter,) as lauding 
the new Society, because it did not, like the old one, define its 
"object" by the act for which its Members associated, but by the 
principle, the tnolive, from which that act was to be performed ! 
" The Members ought to have a ready and short answer to those who 
sought the reason of their separation from the Parent Society. That 
answer was this — ^The second Rule of this Society was, that its objects 
in circulating the Bible were, the glory of Ood, and the salvation of 
men. Tlie second Law or Rule of the British and Foreign Bible So- 
ciety was — that their object was solely the circulation of the Holy 
Scriptures." Alas ! Is no one then to join it, till he is sure that 
his motives are thus pure aud heavenly ? Then the best men will be 
most apt to suspect their own fitness. — I confess I am very prone to 
distrust a man just in proportion as he avows his confidence of the 
purity of his own motives. I always suspect he has not looked 
much into his own heart. — The Provisional Committee were so " un- 
hesitating" in their " declaration" of the pure spiritual objects at 
which they had "uniformly" aimed, as to produce "hesitation" 
my mind. — Lukeix. 55. 

'1. Mr. Haldane still adds confirmntion to the remark I have made^ 
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in the body of my Letter, on the applause oflen called forth at such 
Meetings. '* The lack of charity was chargeable on the old SocietT, 
as well as a principle of exclusiveness .... The charity which leads 
away from &ithfulness to God and his Truth . . . was not the dior 
Tiiy of God, but of the Devil." But how could the old Society be 
termed *' exclusive'* ? It was so, '' because, systematically and of 
necessity, the Lord Jesus Christ was excluded, (Loud cheers.) " — 
They *' had banished Jesus Christ from the Society, prayer from their 
Meetings, and the Bible from their platform. {Hear ! hear !)** — 
O give me the old spirit of prayer pervading Bible Meetings, and 
called forth by humble, pious, aifectionate addresses, rather than oral 
prayer introducing and following such speeches as these ! 

5. It was one of the unexpected novelties (as far as I am informed) 
of this new Society, and one which had certainly not been provided 
for in its name^ that Papists as well as Anti-Trinitarians wejre to 
be excluded from circulating the Book, which might counteract and 
correct their own errors. The infatuation of this uncalled-for step, 
especially in the present state of Ireland, has been elsewhere wcdl 
pointed out*. All I shall here observe is, how manifestly embar- 
rassing this measure (introduced, we may suppose, as a compromise 
with Edinburgh) was felt to be, even by Mr. Thelwall, and much 
more by Mr. Gordon. " They wished to keep," said the former, 
" at equal distance. Popish idolaters, who put himian inventions in 
the place of the Holy Scriptures." And therefore, forsooth, they 
would confine them to these human inventions, or, at least, not let 
them circulate even Protestant Bibles, which might expose and su- 
persede the human inventions ! Mr. Gordon felt himseLT called upon 
to explain from the Chair, on this subject : — ** While he concurred 
in the decision,'' which excluded '* the Roman apostate," *' he was 
sure he spoke the sentiments of the Committee when he said, that 
they ought to make a distinction between that apostate Church and 
many who nominally belonged to it, but who, nevertheless, acted in 
a pure and godly spirit. For he was certain, that if ever he should 
have the happiness of being called to dwell in the presence of God, 
he should find there Roman (Datholics much nearer to God than him- 
self. He was anxious that they should not confound in the 

Roman apostacy all those who nominally belonged to that faith.'' — 
But the Society can, and does, make no such distinction : it *' con- 
founds" and excludes all in the mass : and whereas the complaint 
lately was, that pious men had to co-operate with those whom they 
could not hope to meet in heaven, now they are precluded from act- 
ing with those on earth, even for the distribution of the Bible, who 
are to be " much nearer to God" in heaven than themselves I — Alas ! 
for the hallucinations of the human mind ! 

6, One thing more I must add. — The platform has been thought 
to present the point of difficulty, as respects the Bible Society ; and, 
accordingly, it is continually adverted to in these speeches ; — ^though, 
as I formerly observed, the Bible Society was not made for speech- 

* ChrUiiau Observer for December, p. 763. 



15 

making, but epeech-making was Introduced to serve the Bible Society. 
It has been a scaffolding to the building : but I would never throw 
away my building for the sake of the scaffolding ; or restrain the dis- 
tribution of the Word of God, in order to listen to the words of man. 
But now I venture to affirm that the old Society stands upon a better 
and safer ground, even as to this, supposed to be its weak point, than 
the new Society does. And I prove it thus : (1) After all Anli-Tri- 
lutarians and all Papists are excluded, numerous classes of persons 
holding very objectionable sentiments will still be admissible — Pela- 
gians, if not Swedeuborgiana, Antinomians, the impugners of justi- 
fication by faith, persons infected with all " the corrupt leaven of 
Regent Square," &c. &c. &c. Then (2) it appears to be the princi- 
ple of the founders of this new Society, much more than I supposed 
when I wrote the last Query of my Letter, that the Members should 
be allowed to maintain the doctrines they deem Scriptural and im- 
portant, to quote Scripture, and argue from Scripture, in support of 
them, on the platform ; — otherwise, what means all the declamation 
in the several speeches of Mr. Philips, Ulr. Tliompson, and Mr. 
Browne, against the old Society, for not suffering persons to quote 
and argue from Scripture in its Meetings ? — Qoote they certainly 
may : tke text is always admissible, though not perhaps the cotn- 
ment ; — and the former alone has been found very efficient for the 
very purpose here sought, of driving away persons of heretical sen- 
timents. But if what has been stated is lo be the rule, what sort of 
Meetings will the new Society be likely soon to present, in times 
like those in which we live? But (3J in the old Society, no such 
rule being admitted, a person cannot proceed perhaps in asserting 
truth, but neither can he proceed in advancing error, after the course 
he lakes has been objected to. But then, when is this objection to 
any Scriptural truths, which we may wish to deliver, likely to be 
made ou the platform ? Let facta answer. So far from its being 
true, as Mr Gordon asserted, that " if a Christian Minister should 
testify publicly his belief in the Lord Jesus &c. some Sociniaa was 
sure to elongate himself (!) on the platform, and call him to order" — 
so far from this being' the case, 1 venture to say it has not occurred 
at one Meeting in 5000 : and it is daily less likely to occur — or at 
least was so. before so much was doae to give importance to the in- 
significant, by those who have esciled the present commotion. 

It is extremely painful, aud may be deemed extremely presump- 
tuous, to take the part 1 have here done. But I will venture all this, 
where the Bible Society is at stake, to counteract, as far as I am able, 
the delusion of which even good men may be made the instruments. 
— Amicta Socratei, amicui Plato, ted magis arnica Veritas, 

The public will judge, whether they will find the safer guides in 
the makers of such speeches, or in the sober-minded men of God who 
used to take the lead in the Religious World. 

January 3, 1833. J. S. 
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